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Theresa Noble Hill, Esqg. VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL

Rhodes Hieronymus
100 W. 5" Street
Suite 400

Tulsa, OK 74103

Re: Rule 30(b}{(6) deposition notices directed to State of Oklahoma
Dear Theresa:

The State has received your August 17 Rule 30{(b)(8) deposition notices and your
letter of August 22 proposing a different schedule in light of Labor Day.

We want to inform you that, given the breadth and depth of these notices, and
other depositions already noticed, the State will be unable to identify and prepare
appropriate witnesses even by the schedule proposed in your letter of August 22. In
addition, we are concerned that we will face a series of notices on similar topics by
other defendants, and want to explore providing these depositions in a consolidated
fashion to minimize the burden and expense to the State. We make this suggestion
without waiver of any objection the State may have to your notices, their definitions, or
the proposed topics to be addressed.

What are your thoughts about the means whereby we can cover these topics ina
consolidated set of depositions, rather than by a series depositions conducted by
different defendants? We need to broach this subject with all of the defendants. Are
you willing to present it to the other defense counsel, or should we do so? Please let us
know

Thank you for your assistance in this regard.

i

Sincerely yours,

Robert A Nance
For the Firm
Cc: Kelly Hunter Burch, Esqg
Trevor Hammons, Esq.
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